TH'S OPI NI ON WAS NOT_ WRI TTEN FOR PUBLI CATI ON

The opinion in support of the decision being entered today
(1) was not witten for publication in a |l aw journal and
(2) is not binding precedent of the Board.
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CARCFF, Adnministrative Patent Judge.

JUDGVENT

In a paper entitled “Concession of Priority - Counts 1-4"
(Paper No. 25) filed on June 23, 1998 (sic: July 23, 1998),
Abranovitz et al., the senior party, requests entry of adverse
judgnent under 37 CFR 8§ 1.662(a) with respect to counts 1, 2
and 4; whereas G| et al., the junior party, requests entry of
adverse judgnent with respect to count 3.

Accordi ngly, judgnent as to the subject matter of counts
1, 2 and 4 is hereby awarded to G| et al. Therefore, as to
count 1, Abranovitz et al. are not entitled to their involved
claims 3, 5-7 and 10-13. On this record, G| et al. are
entitled to their involved clains 2, 5 and 27-28.

As to count 2,° Abranpvitz et al. are not entitled to

their involved clains 14-15. On this record, G| et al. are

W note that an unopposed prelimnary notion to, inter
alia, add G| et al. clains 29-32 and Abranovitz et al. clains
14-17, respectively, to each of the involved applications was
granted in a Decision on Motions (Paper No. 19). Attention is
directed to the statenents in that decision advising the
parties to nmake sure that those clains are formally added to
the respective applications by anmendnent. Attention is also
directed to the statenent on page 2 of that decision regarding
reconsi deration of patentability at the discretion of the
exam ner.




Interference No. 103, 966

entitled to their involved clai ns 29-30.
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As to count 4, Abranovitz et al. are not entitled to
their involved claim17. On this record, G| et al. are
entitled to their involved claim32.

Judgnent as to the subject matter of count 3 is hereby
awarded to Abranovitz et al. Therefore, G| et al. are not
entitled to their involved claim31. On this record,

Abranovitz et al. are entitled to their involved cl aim 16.
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